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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: RCE filed on 9/1 9/2005. 

2. Claims 1,3-11, and 13-24 are pending in this case. Claims 1, 11, 16, 20, 22, and 
23 are independent claims. Claim 24 has been newly added. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 3-11, and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Knight et al. (hereinafter Knight, US Patent Number 6,493,703, filed 
on May 11,1 999) in view of Tso (US Patent Number 6,742,047, filed on December 30, 
1997) further in view of Williams (US Patent Application Publication Number 
2001/0054029, filed on June 12, 2001). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Knight discloses a method in which pluralities 
of resources (digital objects) are associated with keywords (column 19, line 33-column 
20, line 20 of Knight). User activity levels for keywords are obtained based on access of 
users that belong to a community (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). 
The activity levels are prioritized for the keywords within the community and digital 
objects are delivered based on the communities' keywords that have high user activity 
levels (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). Knight does not disclose that 
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categories are accessed that include a plurality of keywords associated with them. 
However, Tso discloses a method in which the keywords are obtained from a list of 
categories that have keywords associated with them (column 2, lines 6-64 of Tso). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the methods of Knight and Tso because it would have provided 
a better method of dynamic organization to keep pace with the increasing number of 
new documents. 

Neither Knight nor Tso disclose a method in which period of time since user 
activity occurred is used to weight activities. However, Williams discloses a method in 
which the presentation of specific digital objects is based on the amount of time that has 
passed since the user last viewed the object (page 1 , paragraph 0005 of Williams). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the methods of Knight and Tso with the method of Williams 
because it would have allowed all objects an equal chance to be delivered as often as 
the other objects. 

Regarding dependent claims 3 and 4, Knight discloses a method in which the 
objects are delivered based on the aggregated activity of the community, this activity 
being recorded on an aggregate community basis (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 
54 of Knight). 

Regarding dependent claim 5, Knight discloses a method in which the activity 
levels are recorded on an individual basis then aggregated to determine the community 
levels of activity (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). 
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Regarding dependent claims 6 and 7, Knight discloses that a user may be in 
more than one community and a community may support many users (column 19, line 
33-column 20, line 20 of Knight). 

Regarding dependent claim 8, Knight discloses a method in which the type of 
the community is determined by using keyword pattern recognition (column 19, line 33- 
column 20, line 20 of Knight). 

Regarding dependent claims 9 and 10, Knight discloses a method in which the 
content editors define the community (subscription service) and also discloses a method 
in which the users define the community (subscribing to specific communities) (column 
19, line 33-column 20, line 20 of Knight). 

Regarding independent claim 11 and dependent claims 13-15, the claims 
incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claims 1 and 3-5. Thus, the claims 
are rejected along the same rationale as claims 1 and 3-5. 

5. Claims 16-18 and 20-24 remain rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Knight et al. (hereinafter Knight, US Patent Number 6,493,703, filed 
on May 11,1 999) in view of Tso (US Patent Number 6,742,047, filed on December 30, 
1997). 

Regarding independent claim 16, Knight discloses a method in which 
pluralities of resources (digital objects) are associated with keywords (column 19, line 
33-column 20, line 20 of Knight). User activity levels for keywords are obtained based 
on access of users that belong to a community (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of 
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Knight). The activity levels are prioritized for the keywords within the community and 
digital objects are delivered based on the communities' keywords that have high user 
activity levels (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). Knight does not 
disclose that search contexts are accessed that include a plurality of keywords 
associated with them. However, Tso discloses a method in which the keywords are 
obtained from a list of categories (search contexts) that have keywords associated with 
them (column 2, lines 6-64 of Tso). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined the methods of Knight 
and Tso because it would have provided a better method of dynamic organization to 
keep pace with the increasing number of new documents. 

Regarding dependent claims 17 and 18, Knight discloses a method in which 
search results are weighted based on user activity levels and then ranked based on the 
weighting (). 

Regarding independent claim 20, Knight discloses a method in which 
pluralities of resources (digital objects), including news sources, are associated with 
keywords (column 19, line 33-column 20, line 20 of Knight). User activity levels for 
keywords are obtained based on access of users that belong to a community (column 

25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). The activity levels are prioritized for the 
keywords within the community and digital objects are delivered based on the 
communities' keywords that have high user activity levels (column 25, line 23-column 

26, line 54 of Knight). Knight does not disclose that categories are accessed that 
include a plurality of keywords associated with them. However, Tso discloses a method 
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in which the keywords are obtained from a list of categories that have keywords 
associated with them (column 2, lines 6-64 of Tso). It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined the 
methods of Knight and Tso because it would have provided a better method of dynamic 
organization to keep pace with the increasing number of new documents. 

Regarding dependent claim 21, Knight discloses a method in which the objects 
are delivered based on objects having a higher aggregated activity of the community, 
this activity being recorded on an aggregate community basis (column 25, line 23- 
column 26, line 54 of Knight). 

Regarding independent claims 22, Knight discloses a method in which 
pluralities of resources (digital objects), including advertisements (i.e. electronic 
shopping), are associated with keywords (column 19, line 33-column 20, line 20 of 
Knight). User activity levels for keywords are obtained based on access of users that 
belong to a community (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). The activity 
levels are prioritized for the keywords within the community and digital objects are 
delivered based on the communities' keywords that have high user activity levels 
(column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). Knight does not disclose that 
categories are accessed that include a plurality of keywords associated with them. 
However, Tso discloses a method in which the keywords are obtained from a list of 
categories that have keywords associated with them (column 2, lines 6-64 of Tso). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have combined the methods of Knight and Tso because it would have provided 
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a better method of dynamic organization to keep pace with the increasing number of 
new documents. 

Regarding independent claim 23, the claim incorporates substantially similar 
subject matter as claim 1 . Thus, the claim is rejected along the same rationale as claim 
1. 

Regarding dependent claim 24, Knight discloses a method in which pluralities 
of resources (digital objects) are associated with keywords; these resources are posts 
on an online message board (which by definition are a webpage of website and a 
document) (column 19, line 33-column 20, line 20 of Knight). 

6. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Knight et 
al. (hereinafter Knight, US Patent Number 6,493,703, filed on May 11,1 999) in view of 
Tso (US Patent Number 6,742,047, filed on December 30, 1997) further in view of Davis 
et al. (hereinafter Davis, US Patent Number 6,269,361 , issued on June 31 , 2001 ). 

Regarding dependent claim 19, neither Knight nor Tso disclose a method in 
which an activity count is incremented for resource selection based on a search context. 
However, Davis discloses a method in which resource selection based on a search is 
counted by incrementing a counter in order to keep track of user selections (column 21 , 
line 66-column 22, line 53 of Davis). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined the methods of Knight 
and Tso with the method of Davis because as disclosed by Davis this process was a 
well-known process in the art. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 02/1 0/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding the arguments on pages 9-10 and 12-14, regarding claims 1 and 20, 
the examiner believes that limitations remain taught as stated in the previous and 
current rejections. Specifically, the Knight reference states that queries are broken 
down into keywords that are then used to designate content, or in other words keywords 
are associated with digital objects (column 19, lines 58-67 of Knight). As far as the 
definition of "digital object and how it is presented in the specification, the examiner 
believes the rejection is still proper. The applicant states that digital objects are defined 
as web pages, executable scripts, graphics objects, sounds, video, documents, 
animations, executable objects, and similar objects which may be sent to a user from a 
website (applicant's specification, page 8, line 23-page 9, line 1 ). This does not by any 
means define that the claim must contain digital objects of all types, rather that the 
digital objects as applied to these claims would consist of any one or more of these 
types of digital objects, which would include the final type, "...similar objects which may 
be sent to a user from a website," which can be interpreted as pretty much any object of 
information that could supplied to a user from a website, including textual information 
such as shown in Knight. Also, even if that final type did not exist a web page may be 
just textual, a document may be simply textual, and at no point do these definitions in 
the specification exclude that type of document from being considered a digital object, 
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thus the textual object in Knight may constitute a web page or document depending on 
the interpretation. Unless more specific definitions of digital objects are physically 
added to the claim there it would not be possible to overcome the rejection based on the 
definition clearly presented in the specification, because the digital objects in Knight do 
in fact fall into one of those categories, and one of those categories is all that is required 
for a rejection as the invention is currently claimed. 

Regarding the arguments on pages 11-12, regarding claim 16, the examiner 
maintains that the rejection is proper. Knight discloses a method in which pluralities of 
resources (digital objects) are associated with keywords (column 19, line 33-column 20, 
line 20 of Knight). User activity levels for keywords are obtained based on access of 
users that belong to a community (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). 
The activity levels are prioritized for the keywords within the community and digital 
objects are delivered based on the communities' keywords that have high user activity 
levels (column 25, line 23-column 26, line 54 of Knight). Knight does not disclose that 
search contexts are accessed that include a plurality of keywords associated with them. 
Tso discloses a method in which the keywords are obtained from a list of categories 
(search contexts) that have keywords associated with them (column 2, lines 6-64 of 
Tso). At no point in the claims does it preclude the search contexts have keywords 
mapped to them based on usage, rather it states, "...organizing a plurality of search 
contexts that maps at least one keyword to each search context," it remains unclear to 
the examiner how this is any different from the teachings of Tso, in which categories are 
created (search contexts) along with keywords associated with them (column 2, lines 6- 
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64 of Tso). The combination of these references remains proper and the rejection is 
maintained. 

Regarding the arguments on pages 14-15, regarding the Knight reference and 
the limitations concerning the digital objects being "Shopping" information, the examiner 
believes that limitation is taught as stated in the previous and current rejections. Knight 
clearly states that the objects can be related to advertisements (column 20, lines 31-50 
of Knight). As stated by the applicant in the applicants own arguments (page 14, 
paragraph 5 of the Arguments submitted on 09/19/2005), "The ability to deliver 
promotions based on the communities activities can be a tremendous boon for 
advertisers," thus shopping items consist of the ability to deliver advertisements based 
on communities activities, which is pointed out in the cited paragraph from the Knight 
reference. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Campbell whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4133. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (7:30 AM - 4:00 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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